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Appendix G: Transcripts and Comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment 
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Appendix G contains comments and responses to the Draft Environmental Assessment. The 
comments were taken from hearing transcripts, public agencies, private organizations, and 
individuals. The subsequent sections are as follows:  

A - Agency Comments 
B - Organization Comments 
C - Public Hearing Transcript 
D - Public Comments 
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Appendix G-A: Agency Comments 
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Response to Comment A1-1 
Comment is noted in the project record. 
 
Response to Comment A1-2  
Previous comments submitted by Reclamation were made on an 
administrative version of the Pre-Draft Environmental Assessment.  
Comments previously received have been reviewed and addressed 
as appropriate. 
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Response to Comment A1-3  
The care of wells along County 23rd Street would be addressed 
during final design.  The wells would be protected in place, with 
access provided to Reclamation for sampling operations.  After the 
useful life of the wells has been reached they would be relocated 
outside the Area Service Highway (ASH) right-of-way by 
Reclamation. 
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Response to Comment A2-1 
Structures would need to be relocated and raised to provide 
adequate vertical and horizontal clearances. 
 
Response to Comment A2-2 
Western Area Power Administration (Western) facilities would be 
located outside the Area Service Highway right-of-way.  Any 
maintenance required within the right-of-way would require a permit 
from Arizona Department of Transportation Yuma District.  Access to 
certain Western facilities for maintenance may require a more 
circuitous route, especially south of County 23rd Street at the Barry 
M. Goldwater Range boundary. 
 
Response to Comment A2-3 
Change has been made in the Final Environmental Assessment 
(EA).  Refer to Section III. G. Utilities, of the Final EA. 
 
Response to Comment A2-4 
The General Plan and Profile of Proposed State Highway SR 195, 
prepared by CH2M Hill, identified areas where clear access to 
Western facilities for maintenance may be an issue.  Western 
required a 50-foot-radius clear-zone and this requirement was 
engineered into the General Plan and Profile of Proposed State 
Highway SR 195 design.   
 
Response to Comment A2-5 
According to a recent coordination letter dated 
September 8, 2003, from Western to ADOT, Western indicated that 
they no longer have an interest in becoming a cooperating agency. 
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Response to Comment A3-1 
The secondary and cumulative effects portion of the Final 
Environmental Assessment (EA) has been expanded from the Draft 
EA. Refer to Section IV. Affected Environment, Environmental 
Consequences, and Mitigation Measures of the Final EA, for 
additional discussion on secondary and cumulative effects. 
 
Response to Comment A3-2  
The Center for Biological Diversity submitted its comments on the 
Draft EA. Refer to Organization Comments for its comments and 
associated responses. 
 
Response to Comment A3-3  
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and related 
supporting regulations require that an environmental impact 
statement (EIS) be prepared and approved when a proposed 
Federal action (e.g., the authorization for the use of Federal-aid 
Highway Program funds to construct a highway improvement) will 
cause significant impacts. The completed studies, evaluations, and 
public outreach conducted by the Federal Highway  
Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of 
Transportation (ADOT) have not identified impacts resulting from the 
proposed improvements that are significant. While there are virtually 
no improvements without some adverse effects, the efforts FHWA 
and ADOT have undertaken to identify possible adverse effects have 
afforded substantial public input and involvement, considered a 
reasonable range of alternatives, evaluated the impacts in terms of 
context and intensity, and provided reasonable plans to mitigate and 
minimize any adverse impacts. At this time, the FHWA does not 
believe there is a legitimate basis for preparing an EIS. 
 
Response to Comment A3-4 
Text has been revised on page 1 of the Final EA to read, “ … an EA 
is the appropriate level of environmental documentation to evaluate 
the magnitude of impacts based on their context and intensity, as 
defined in the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations [CFR] § 1500–1508).” 
 
Response to Comment A3-5 
Further discussion on alternatives has been included within the Final 
EA. Refer to Section II. Alternatives Considered in the Final EA. 
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Response to Comment A3-6 
The Alternatives Considered section of the Final EA has been 
revised to address all alternatives considered. Refer to the Final EA, 
Section II. Alternatives Considered. 
 
Response to Comment A3-7  
The document has been revised and the No Action Alternative has 
been carried through the Final EA for further consideration. The No 
Action Alternative is no longer eliminated from further consideration 
or rejected as stated on page 12 of the Draft EA. Refer to the Final 
EA, Section II. Alternatives Considered. 
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Response to Comment A4-1 
Comment is noted in the project record. 
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Response to Comment A5-1 
The Final Environmental Assessment (EA) conforms to the Flat-
tailed Horned Lizard Rangewide Management Strategy 2003 
Revision. 
 
Response to Comment A5-2  
The Flat-tailed Horned Lizard Interagency Coordinating Committee 
(ICC) has provided the final design for culverts to be spaced every 
0.5 mile apart along the County 23rd Street alignment. Culverts 
constructed to ICC specifications would be approximately 14 feet in 
diameter and cost more than $1 million each. However, the ICC 
provided for other management options rather than using culverts. If 
culverts are not used then compensation can be provided for 
fragmented FTHL habitat north of County 23rd Street (approximately 
1,760 acres).  
 
Response to Comment A5-3  
The Final EA has included additional discussion on the corridor 
selection process, as well as the alternatives considered. The 
evaluation of alternatives considered impacts to the FTHL in addition 
to a variety of other factors. Refer to the Final EA,  
Section II. Alternatives Considered, for additional discussion. 
 
Response to Comment A5-4 
The Final EA has been revised to include a discussion on alternative 
routes considered. Refer to Section II, Alternatives Considered. 
 
Response to Comment A5-5 
The curve at County 23rd Street and Avenue 4E was reevaluated to 
determine if the acreage of fragmented FTHL habitat within the MA 
could be reduced while maintaining appropriate highway design 
speed. Moving the curve west of the Barry M. Goldwater Range 
(BMGR) onto lands leased by the Arizona State Land Department 
was not further considered, as it would compromise the ability  
to preclude access to the ASH between Avenue B to 
County 14th Street. The curve was re-aligned, resulting in the 
conservation of 240 acres of FTHL habitat. In addition, the segment 
of the ASH on the BMGR between County 14th Street and 
County 17th Street was also realigned to minimize fragmentation of 
FTHL habitat, resulting in the conservation of an additional 
178 acres. 
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Response to Comment A5-6 
The alternative section of the Final EA has been revised to address 
all alternatives considered. Refer to the Final EA,  
Section II. Alternatives Considered. 
 
Response to Comment A5-7 
The total costs of each corridor/alignment considered were not 
calculated because these costs are derived from a wide variety of 
factors (right-of-way, constructability, mitigation, etc.). Corridors and 
alternatives that were determined to not serve the purpose and need 
for this project were eliminated from further consideration without 
cost analysis. Refer to the Final EA, Section II. Alternatives 
Considered. 
 
Response to Comment A5-8 
The Final EA has included additional discussion on the corridor 
selection process, as well as the alternatives considered. The 
evaluation of alternatives considered impacts to the flat-tailed horned 
lizard in addition to a variety of other factors. Refer to the Final EA, 
Section II. Alternatives Considered. 
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Response to Comment A6-1 
Comment is noted in the project record. 
 
Response to Comment A6-2 
Comment is noted in the project record. 
 
Response to Comment A6-3 
Comment is noted in the project record. 
 
Response to Comment A6-4 
Comment is noted in the project record. 
 
Response to Comment A6-5 
Comment is noted in the project record. 
 
Response to Comment A6-6 
Comment is noted in the project record. 
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Response to Comment A7-1 
Comment is noted in the project record. 
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Response to Comment A8-1 
Comment is noted in the project record. 
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Response to Comment A8-2 
The text in the handout was in error. The Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) determined that the project “may affect, but is 
not likely to adversely affect” the Sonoran pronghorn and “may 
affect, and is likely to adversely affect” Peirson’s milk-vetch. The 
US Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), in a Biological Opinion dated 
July 24, 2003, concurred with the “may affect, not likely to adversely 
affect” determination for the Sonoran pronghorn, and determined that 
the project “is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of” 
Peirson’s milk-vetch. 
 
Response to Comment A8-3 
The project would result in disturbance to habitat that was likely 
historically occupied by Sonoran pronghorn, and, although extremely 
unlikely, pronghorn located further east could move into the area. 
Therefore, FHWA determined that the project “may affect, but is not 
likely to adversely affect” the Sonoran pronghorn.  
 
At the time of the draft EA, a single specimen of Peirson’s milk-vetch 
was reported to be from the project vicinity, in an area consisting of 
partially stabilized, low dunes. Although this specimen is no longer 
recognized as being Peirson’s milk-vetch, there is potentially suitable 
habitat within the proposed ASH project area. The species’ 
distribution suggested that it could occur in suitable habitat in 
Arizona. Failure to locate the plant during surveys may reflect the 
lack of suitable moisture conditions rather than the absence of the 
species. With the expected loss of almost 63 acres of suitable 
habitat, it was determined that the ASH may affect, and is likely to 
adversely affect Peirson’s milk-vetch or its habitat. Therefore, FHWA 
completed formal Section 7 consultation with FWS on the project’s 
potential impacts to Peirson’s milk-vetch. FWS issued a Biological 
Opinion in April 2003 in which it was determined that the ASH is not 
likely to jeopardize the continued existence of Peirson’s milk-vetch.
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Response to Comment A9-1 
Comment is noted in the project record and information regarding 
changes in zoning has been incorporated into the Final 
Environmental Assessment (EA). 
 
Response to Comment A9-2 
Change has been made in the Final EA, Section IV. C. Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act, 1964/Executive Order, Relating to Environmental 
Justice.  The 49.7 percent increase has been rounded to 50 percent 
to be consistent with the comparative values and associated decimal 
places. 
 
Response to Comment A9-3 
Change has been made in the Final EA, Section IV. C. Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act, 1964/Executive Order, Relating to Environmental 
Justice.  The 72.2 percent unemployment rate for San Luis has been 
changed to read 73.4 percent. 
 
Response to Comment A9-4 
Change has been made in the Final EA, Section IV. C. Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act, 1964/Executive Order, Relating to Environmental 
Justice.  Yuma County has experienced a 50 percent increase in 
population between 1990 and 2000. 
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Response to Comment A10-1 
While the building of the Area Service Highway may relieve some 
congestion on Business Route 8, it is not a specific goal of this 
project. 
 
Response to Comment A10-2 
Change has been made in the Final Environmental Assessment 
(EA). 
 
Response to Comment A10-3 
Reference has been added to the Final EA. 
 
Response to Comment A10-4 
The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and the City of 
Yuma met on June 12, 2003, to resolve conflicts between the City of 
Yuma’s water treatment facility and ADOT’s Area Service Highway 
designs.  Future meetings would be held as needed to resolve 
remaining engineering details. 
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